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PROJECT SUMMARY PROJECT NUMBER: 08-0~

Project: Salinas Gateway Apartments
Location: 25 Lincoln Avenue
City: Salinas
County: Monterey
Zip Code: 93901

Project Type: New Construction
Occupancy: Family
Total Units: 52
Style Units: Tow~homes & Flats
Elevate/s: Yes
Total Parking 40
Covered 36

Developer:
Partner:
Investor:

NO. of Buildings:
No. of Stetted:
Residential Space
Office Space
Commercial Space
Gross Area
Land Area
Units per acre

Final Commitment 4-28-0~

First Community Housing
Same
Yet to be determined

3
49,819 sq. ft.

705 sq. ft.
2,770 sq. ft.

53,294 sq. ft.
29,875 sq. ft.

76

CalHFA Consh’uction Financing Amount Rate Term (Mths)

C~IRF;EFIrst Mortgage

CalHFA Bridge Loan
CalHFA Second Mortgage

MHP
City of Salines-HOME
City of Salinas-RDA
San Andreas Regional Center
Commercial Sales proceeds
Infill Infrastructure Grant Program
Income from Operations

Developer Contribution
Deferred Dev. Fee
Tax Credit Equity

Investment Value

Loan / Value
Loan / Cost

=ermanent Sources of Funds Amount Rate Years

$400,000

$0

$3~0,000
$5,212,894
$1,210,000
$1,590,000
$300,000
$900,000

$1,500,000
$0

$310,413
$o

$711751008

15,780.000Ippraisal Date: 8-May-0866% Cap Rate: 5.50%
79%

Restricted Value $6’370’00o0’

,arm. Loan/Cost
Perm. Loan/value

Construction Loan - Guarantees e~d Fees
Completion Guarantee Fee $12,804,360
Contractors Payment Bond $12,804,360
Contractors Pedonnance Bond $12,804,360

Date: 4/24/08

Reautmd ReseP~es Amount
Other Reserve $0
Replacement Resv. Initial Deposit $28,600
RepL Reserve - Per Unit/Per Yr. $500 *
¯ $250/unit year 1. $350/unit year 2. $500/unit years 3-30.
CalHFA Operating Expense Rese~ $29,095
Transition Reserve $131,005

ITax-Exernpt Bond Test (Min. 50%I 65.20%I

Senior Staff Date: 4/28/08

CslHFA Loan F~es Amount
CalHFA Constroction Losn Fee $62,450
ColHFA Permanent Loan Fees $1,000
Other Fee $0

5.00% 30
0.00% 0
3.00% 30
3.00% 55
3.00% 20
3.00% 55
3.00%0 55
0.00% 0
0.00% 0

CalHFA Fees and Reserve Requirements
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CALIFORNIA HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY
Loan Modification to Final Commitment

Grand Plaza Apartments
Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, CA

CalHFA # 07-014-A/S

SUMMARY

This is a request to modify the final commitment approved by the California Housing
Financing Agency ("CalHFA") Board of Directors on January 17, 2008 for Grand Plaza
Apartments. The modification request is to approve the withdrawal of AESI as a
member of the Co-GP of Borrower and to advise the Board that AIMCO will no longer be
buying the limited obligation conduit revenue bonds issued by CalHFA to fund the tax-
exempt subordinate loan in the amount of $3,500,000.

PARTNERSHIPCHANGE

Grand Plaza Preservation GP, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company is the co-
general partner of the Borrower ("Co-GP"). The Co-GP originally consisted of two
members, TRG NY, LLC, a New York limited liability company ("TRG NY") and AIMCO
Equity Services, Inc., a Virginia corporation ("AESI"). Pursuant to the Limited Liability
Company Agreement of Grand Plaza Preservation GP, LLC, dated as of April 17, 2007
(the "LLC Agreement"), both of TRG NY and AESI owned a 50% limited liability
company interest in the Co-GP. The parties then entered into a First Amendment to
Limited Liability Company Agreement dated February 28, 2008. TRG NY withdrew as #
member of the Co-GP and was replaced by TRG Grand Plaza, LLC, a California limited
liability company ("TRG CA"). TRG CA is an affiliate of The Richman Group.

TRG CA has asked to exercise its option to purchase AESI’s 50% limited liability
company interest pursuant to the terms of section 35 of the LLC Agreement and become
the sole member of the Co-GP. The purchase price offered by TRG CA for AESI’s
limited liability company interest is $1,350,000. If this purchase takes place, AESt will no
longer hold an interest in the Co-GP. The Borrower has requested that CalHFA approve
the change in Borrower’s structure so that AESI, an affiliate of AIMCO, no longer holds a
limited liability company interest in the Co-GP.

The Borrower is also proposing that U.S.A. Institutional Tax Credit Fund LXVII L.P., a
Delaware limited partnership be admitted as the tax credit investor rather than an
AIMCO affiliate

The $3,500,000 subordinate loan to be funded from the proceeds of limited obligation
conduit revenue bonds issued by CalHFA shall be placed with one or more sophisticated
investors who will sign an investor letter and be bound by transfer restrictions developed
by CalHFA staff in consultation with the CalHFA’s bond counsel, Orrick, Herrington &
Sutcliffe.

During the Board presentation, due to the dynamic nature of this loan closing, staff of
CalHFA will update the Board in order to fully disclose all newly discovered relevant
information.
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RESOLUTION 08-16

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING MODIFICATION OF
A FINAL LOAN COMMITMENT

WHEREAS, the California Housing Finance Agency Board of Directors (the
"Agency") adopted Resolution 08-01 approving a Final Loan Commitment to Grand Plaza
Preservation, L.P., a California limited partnership (the "Borrower"), the proceeds of
which are to be used to provide financing for a multifamily housing development located
in the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California, to be known as Grand Plaza
Apartments (the "Development"). Additionally, the Agency adopted Resolution 08-04
approving the Agency’s Multifamily Bond Indentures, the Issuance of Multifamily Bonds,
Short-Term Credit Facilities for Mulfifamily Purposes and Related Financial Agreements
and Contracts for Services and adopted Resolution 08-08 which amended and restated
Resolution 08-04. (Resolutions 08-01, 08-04 and 08-08 shall be hereinafter collectively be
referred to as the "Commitment"); and

WHEREAS, a modification of the Commitment has been reviewed by Agency
staffwhich prepared a report presented to the Board on the meeting date recited below (the
"Staff Report"), recommending Board approval subject to certain recommended terms and
conditions; and

WHEREAS, based upon the recommendation of staff and due deliberation by the
Board, the Board has determined that a modification of the Commitment be made for the
Development;

1. The Executive Director, or in his/her absence, either the Chief Deputy
31 Director or the Director of Multifamily Programs of the Agency is hereby authorized to
32 execute and deliver a modification of the Co~mnitment, in a form acceptable to the Agency,
33 and subject to recommended terms and conditions set forth in the Staff Report and any
34 terms and conditions as the Board has designated in the Minutes of the Board Meeting, in
35 relation to the Development described above.
36
37           2.     The Executive Director may modify the terms and conditions of the loans or
38 loans as described in the Staff Report, provided that major modifications, as defined below,
39 must be submitted to this Board for approval. "Major modifications" as used herein means
40 modifications which either (i) increase the total aggregate amount of any loans made pursuant to
41 the Resolution by more than 7%; or (ii) modifications which in the judgment of the Executive
42 Director, or in his/her absence, either the Chief Deputy Director or the Director of Multifamily
43 Programs of the Agency, adversely change the financial or public purpose aspects of the final
44 commitment in a substantial way.
45

#170012vt
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Resolution 08-16
Page 2

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of Resolution 08-16 adopted at a duly
constituted meeting of the Board of the Agency held on May 14, 2008 at Burbank, California.

ATTEST:
Secretary

#170012vl
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January 17, 2008

Board Meeting

Binder Material For

Grand Plaza Apartments



282 171

CALIFORNIA HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY
Final Commitment

Grand Plaza Apartments
Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, CA

CalHFA # 07-014-A/S

SUMMARY

This is a Final Commitment request for acquisition and permanent long term financing.
Security will be a 302-unit senior apartment complex known as Grand Plaza Apartments,
located at 601 North Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, California. Grand Plaza Preservation, L.P.,
("Borrower") whose managing general partners are Grand Plaza Preservation, LLC, a Delaware
limited liability company and Las Palmas Foundation., a California nonprofit corporation, will
own the project.

Grand Plaza Apartments is an existing portfolio loan currently owned by 601 North Grand
Avenue Partners, a limited partnership, whose general partner is CARE Housing Services
Corporation. The project was constructed in 1990 and is a 302-unit, four- and six-story 5
building, senior apartment complex. Grand Plaza was constructed under the Section 42 Low
Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) program and exited the tax credit program on December
31, 2006. The property currently operates under a CaIHFA bond regulatory agreement that
restricts 20% of the units to tenants earning no more than 80% of the Area Median Income
(AMI) and 100% of the units to seniors aged 62 and older. The expiration of the low income
housing tax credit restrictions has placed the existing senior tenant population at risk of an
extreme rent increase. The borrower proposes to not increase the rent on any in place tenant
more than six percent annually, until the rents reach the maximum LITHC levels - 30% at 50%
AMI and 70% at 60% AMI. The project age restriction will remain at 62 and over.

LOANTERMS

Acquisition Period

First Mortgage
Interest Rate
Term
Financing

$16,400,000
5.10%, variable
12 Months, interest only
Tax-Exempt

Second Mortgage*
Interest Rate
Term

Financing
Prepayment

$3,500,000
6.25%
30 year, first 15 years interest only, then
amortized.
Tax-Exempt
After Year 15
Pursuant to 30/15 program with 120 days
notice to Agency

*At the time of permanent loan funding, this loan will remain in place and will be
subordinate to the CalHFA’s long term First Mortgage.

December 27, 2007 1



402 WEST BROADWAY

4TH FLOOR

SAN DIEGO, CAL[FORNiA 92101

Via E-Mail JOjima@CalHFA.ca.gov

May 9, 2008
Writer:

Gustavo Lamanna
gla rnanna @kbblaw.¢orn

Direct {213) 452-0131
Los Angeles Office

I:ile No. 059-008

Board of Directors of CalH:FA
c/o Ms. Jojo Ojima
Office of General Counsel
California Housing Finance Agency
!415 L Street, Suite 500
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Preservation of Affordable Housing
in conformance with Fannie Mae Announcement 06-03
Proposed CalHFA Financing Subject to Affordabilit~ Covenants

Dear Jojo and Board of Directors:

Since my last visit to the Board of Directors meeting in Burbank, I wanted to report two
lenders, Wachovia Bank andDHI Mortgage, have issued loans without requiring subordination
of affordability covenants. It is worthy to note from January 1, 2004 to March 7, 2007, CalItFA
purchased 325 loans from DHI Mortgage totaling $79,531,734.00; for that period, DHI Mortgage
ranks number t7 based on the number of loans purchased according to CalHFA homeownership
reports. In addition, DR Horton has asked the same agency-client to amend a disposition and
development agreement to permit financing flint would be junior, thus unsubordinated, to agency
affordability covenants. These updates demonstrate increasing acceptance of Fannie Mac
Announcement 06-03 and lender acknowledgment of the reduced risk-factor for unsubordinated
lending on affordable housing. Lastly, t will write or appear before the Board once there is
additional progress to report. Until then, ! welcome any questions.

Sincerely,



[] m [] []
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State HFA Single Family
Who~e Loan
Experience ~ncreasing
Delinquencies and
Foreclosures in 2007
Although Pe~ormance
Remains Consistent with
Existing Ratings

Performance for l’4ost HFAs ~irror 2005 Results

In early 2008, the Moody’s housing team surveyed all Moody’s-rated State
Housing Finance Agencies (HFAs) in order to obtain delinquency and
foreclosure data for their single family whole loan programs. Overall, the
HFAs have experienced an increase in delinquency and foreclosure rates in
2007 versus 2006, although for many HFAs these rates still remain below
2005 levels. In addition, the number of foreclosures continues to remain low
for the majority of the programs.

Most programs’ delinquency and foreclosure rates remain consistent with historical
levels. While some HFAs are experiencing higher rates, we believe that the
security provided by the programs’ mortgage insurance and overcollateralization
support the existing ratings on the programs, Furthermore, in our view, the
mortgage insurance and overcollateralization will compensate for the losses that

Moody’s Investors Service



State HFA Single Famiiy Whoe I.oan Program m " ’~e~nq ]enc~es and iZoreclosures

most HFAs would experience due to severe housing price declines and loan foreclosures. However, property
value declines will cause some stress within the agencies’ portfolios particularly in states where property value
declines and foreclosure rates are most severe. We continue to monitor individual HFA’s loan and financial
performance closely to determine their ongoing ability to withstand these stresses.

Key findings of our survey include the following:

Between December 31, 2006 and December 31, 2007 average total delinquencies and foreclosures for
the 34 single family whole loan programs rated by Moody’s increased 29 basis points to 3.58% from the
December 31, 2006 level of 3.29%. However, the average total delinquency and foreclosure rate in
December 31, 2007 still remains below the December 31, 2005 rate of 3.82%.

While approximately three fourths of the programs reported 2007 total delinquencies and foreclosures
above 2006 levels, approximately half experienced lower total delinquencies and foreclosures in 2007
than they did in 2005.

Ofthe33programsthatreportedrawnumbersofloans, 10 reported a lower raw number of loans in
foreclosure in 2007 than in 2005. In addition, foreclosure rates remain low for most HFAs. In 2007, 21
programs had foreclosure rates below 1% and 10 of those were below .50%. Only two HFAs reported
foreclosure rates above 2% in 2007.

~ In general, HFA programs consist of loan pools that contain a diversity of loan vintages, including a large
percentage of seasoned loans. In general, these more seasoned loans lend strength to the programs
because they have demonstrated solid performance over time. Furthermore, the properties financed by
more seasoned loans may have experienced enough home price appreciation to mitigate potential risks of
losses upon foreclosure.

~ HFA programs are overwhelmingly comprised of fixed rate level payment mortgage loans, with 91% of the
portfolio comprised of these loans. However, 14 of the HFA programs include interest only or step rate
loans which could experience increased delinquencies and foreclosures when the loan payment resets.
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2007

A review of the Moody’s-rated HFA single family whole loan portfolio indicates that the portfolio as a whole has
experienced an increase in delinquency and foreclosure rates between December 31, 2006 and December 31,
2007. However, on average these rates have remained below the rates as of December 31, 2005 and show
stronger performance than the national conventional market. The average of total loan delinquencies and
foreclosures increased 29 basis points in 2007 from an average of 3.29% as of December 2006 to 3.58% as of
December 2007.t In contrast, data provided by the MBA indicates that during the same time period the

average delinquencies and foreclosures for "All Loans" increased 128 basis points from 2.53% to 3.81%.2

HFA Loan Performance Compares Favorabl~/to ~4BA $~rvey Data

HFAs report lower total delinquency and foreclosure rates than All Loans and FHA Loans

t 2/31107 Averages

HFA
Degnquency Data* Loans    All Loans

60+ 1.36%

90+ 1.31%

Foreclosure 0.92%

Total 3.58%

Percent ChanBe 8.94%

Basis Point
Change +29,4

1,02%

FHA
Loans

2.29%

HFA
Loans

1.28%

1.18% 2.82% 1.22%

1.60% 1.90% 0.79%

3.81% 7,00% 3.29%

50.54% 5.33% -13.89%

+127.9 +35.4 -53,1

*’Wational Del~quency Surve~ Fourth Quarter200~
Fourth Quarter 2007."

12/31/06 Averages 12/31/05 Averages

FHA
AIILoans Loans

0.81% 2.23%

0.77% 2,70%

0.96% 1.72%

2.53% 6.65%

14.68% "2.11%

+32.4 "14.3

HFA All FHA
Loans Loans** Loans**

1.41% 0.71% 2.30%

1.46% 0.69% 2.64%

0.95% 0.81% 1.85%

3.82% 2.21% 6,79%

""National Delinquency Survey, Fourth Quarter 2006," and "National Delinquency Survey,

** All Loans and FHA Loans are an average of the MBA data for the loans in the 31 states with programs rated by Moody’s.

The trends in the performance of the state HFA loan portfolio more closely mirrored its peer group of FHA
insured loans. Both groups experienced an increase in loan delinquencies and foreclosures; however, the
2007 total HFA loan delinquencies of 60+ days and foreclosures at 3.58%, were significantly lower than the
delinquency and foreclosure rates for FHA loans at 7.00%. The total delinquency and foreclosure rates for
HFA loans rose from 3.29% in December 2006 to 3.58% in December 2007 while the rates for FHA loans rose
from 6.65% in December 2006 to 7.00% in December 2007. The rate of increase in delinquencies and
foreclosures for the HFA and FHA loans both remained well below the rate of growth for all loan in their
respective states, which include subprime loans.

On an individual program basis, 25 of the 34 HFA programs had a higher percentage of total delinquencies
and foreclosures in 2007 than in 2006. However, when the 2007 rates are compared to the 2005 rates, HFAs
are on par or better. For example, in 2007, 17 of the 34 HFA programs had a lower percentage of total
delinquencies and foreclosures than they did in 2005. While increased pressures within the nationwide
housing market could cause HFA delinquencies and foreclosure rates to rise in the future, we believe that
performance to date remains within historical norms for the HFAs.

For this analysis, Moody’s used survey data gathered in 2008 from the HFAs as well as the 2005, 2006 and 2007 MBA National Delinquency Surveys to
calculate the percentage of the total number of loans in the portfolio that were over 60 days delinquent, over 90 days delinquent, and in foreclosure
(including thoa~ in b~pktupt~y).

MBS National De]ihq~enc~ Sorvey "All Loans" table, This data includes prime loans, subpdme loanS, FHA loans, Veterans Administration (VA) loans, prime

L~xed rate mortgage loans (FRMs), subprime FRMs, FHA FRMs, FHA adjustable rate mortgage loans (ARMs), prime ARMs and subprime ARMs.

~ April 2008 ~ Special Comment @ Moody’s Public Finance - State HFA Single Family Whole Lean Program Delinquencies and Foreclosures
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Averages
Relative to the broader universe of loans that are contained in the MBA "All Loans" category, HFA
delinquencies are above the national averages but foreclosures are below the averages. As of December 31,
2007 the average percent of loans 60+ and 90+ days delinquent for the HFA loan portfolio was 2.67%, which
is 46 basis points higher than the average for "All Loans." However, the average percent of HFA loans in
foreclosure of 0.89% was lower than the average of 1.60% of loans in foreclosure for "All Loans" in the
relevant states.

Higher delinquencies but lower foreclosure rates in HFA portfolios is a trend that has been observed for many
years. While delinquencies may be higher than national averages, when loans become seriously delinquent,
many of the HFAs begin to take action to mitigate program losses and reach out to the borrowers to work out
problems. As a result, the number of loans actually going into foreclosure from the 90+ days delinquent pool
drops.

When viewed on an individual program basis, it is clear that most of the HFAs still have low foreclosure rates.
In 2007, 21 programs had foreclosure rates below 1% including 10 below .50% and only 2 HFAs have
foreclosure rates above 2%. This performance is comparable to 2005, where four HFAs had foreclosure rates
above 2% and 23 HFAs had foreclosure rates below 1%. Much of the stability in the foreclosure rate can be
attributed to the credit characteristics of the HFA programs including level payment fixed rate loans, which
have proved to have more stable performance than some of the adjustable rate mortgage products offered in
the conventional market.

Since HFA programs are generally open indentures in which new loans are added to an existing pool, we also
reviewed the absolute numbers of foreclosures to make sure that the very rapid growth of the portfolios
experienced by many HFAs in 2006 and 2007 were not disguising higher foreclosures. This analysis resulted
with a conclusion that overall HFA foreclosures remain stable although certain states are experiencing growing
numbers of foreclosures. Of the 33 programs that reported foreclosures, 19 ofthe programs reported
foreclosure statistics in 2007 that were substantially equal to or below the amount of foreclosures experienced
in either 2006 or 2005. The remaining 14 programs reported higher foreclosures in 2007. We are closely
monitoring those programs and are discussing the experience with the HFAs. While the foreclosure rates in
these states are higher and merit a certain level of concern it should be noted that they are still well below the
stress levels assumed in our loan loss analysis which may exceed 30% depending on the characteristics of
the pool.

Property value declines nationwide could increase loan losses and cause stress within the agencies’ portfolios,
particularly in states where property value declines and foreclosure rates are most severe, in fact, of the 14
states with increases in foreclosures since 2005, the Office of Federal Housing Enterprise Oversight (OFHEO)
reports that three have had house price depreciation as of the 4th quarter of 2007 vs. the year prior, while
another three had minimal house price appreciation of less than 1%.3 It should be noted, however, that the
housing market in some of the states remains strong, with three HFA programs in states with housing price
appreciations of over 7% and the remainder in states with appreciation of 4% to 7%.
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The risk of losses upon loan foreclosures is mitigated in state HFA programs by mo~gage insurance on
individual loans with Ioan-towalue ratios above 80%. HFA single family whole loan programs rated by
Moody’s generally maintain a diversity of prima~ mo~gage insurance, providers including government-
sponsored modgage insurance (Federal Housing Administration (FHA), Veteran’s Administration (VA)
guarantee, or Rural Housing Community Development Se~ices Guarantee (RD)) and private mo~gage
insurers (PMI). The cha~ below contains an average breakdown ofthe HFAs’ loan po~folio mo~gage
insurance coverage as of December 31,2007 by dollar amount outstanding.

Diversity Of Hortgaga Insurers In HFA Programs Hay Hitigate Impact Of
Rating Actions

Mortgage Insurance
% of Loans Outstanding as

of 12/31/07

FHA 33.34%

VA 6,44%

RD 8.60%

MGIC 11.67%

Genworth 6.15%

UGRIC 4.81%

Radian 3.80%

RMIC 1.58%

Triad 0.26%

Other PMI 5.24%

Other 4.04%

Uninsured with LTV below 80% 12.50%

Uninsured with L’FV above 80% 2.31%

Approximately half of the programs have a concentration of private mortgage insurance of more than 33% of
the portfolio which would make their ratings more vulnerable in case of a downgrades of these insurers. For a
breakdown of mortgage insurance by HFA as of December 31,2007 please see Appendix Table II1.

Recently, several mortgage insurance companies have been placed on watch list for downgrade or were
downgraded, Moody’s ratings on U.S. mortgage insurance companies as of April 28, 2008 are as follows:

Mortgage Insurer

Genworth MIC

MGIC

PMI MIC

Radian Guaranty

RMIC

Triad

UGRIC

Insurer Financial Strength Rating Outlook

Aa2 Negative

Aa2 rating under review for downgrade

Aa2 rating under review for downgrade

Aa3 rating under review for downgrade

Aa3 Negative

Baa3 rating under review for downgrade

Aa2 Negative

~ April 2008 ~ Special Comment ~ Moody’s Public Finance - State HFA Single Family Whole Loan Pragram Delinquencies and Foreclosures



State, FA Single Family Who!e Loan Program Delinquencies and I orecosu es

The support provided by a mortgage insurer, while important, is only one of many factors impacting the
analysis of a single family whole loan program. As a result there is not a direct relationship between the rating
on the insurer and the rating on the bonds. We do not look for the mortgage insurance company to have the
same rating as the bonds but rather a financial strength rating at a level which is high enough to support the
desired rating on the bonds.

The chart below contains the bond rating categories and their minimum corresponding mortgage insurer
ratings.

Bond Rating
Insurer Financial
Strength Rating

Aaa Aa3

Aa1-Aa3 A1

A1-A3 A3

Baal- Baa3 Baa3

For more information regarding the impact of changes to mortgage insurers’ ratings, please see Moody’s
February 2008 Special Comment entitled, "Hot Topic in Housing: Update to Impact of Mortgage Insurer Rating
Changes on Housing Finance Agency Programs Answers to Frequently Asked Questions."

Performance Although Riskier Products May Be a
Concern Going Forward for Certain HFAs

HFAs have traditionally offered fully amortizing, fixed-rate, level payment mortgage loan product, This type of
loan generally has more stable performance than other loan products as the monthly mo~gage payment
remains unchanged for the life of the loan, removing the risk that the borrower will not be able to meet an
increased payment, which is also known as payment shock. In addition, the loan is unde~ri~en based on this
fixed payment. Nearly 91% of the average HFA po~olios are comprised of 30 year fixed-rate loans, while
another 2% are fixed-rate loans with terms of other than 30 years. Of the ~FA programs, 19 only offer these
level payment options and all of the 14 remaining HFAs have programs where fixed rate level payment loans
comprise more than half of the loans outstanding. (Please see Appendix Table IV for a breakdown of individual
HFA’s loan po~olios by loan type.)

Historically some HFAs have offered step rate loans in addition to the level payment loans. In a step rate loan
a reduced interast ~ate is o#emd ~0~ the fl[st ~ew yea[s of a !~an a~d ~h[~ [a~ ~lgP~ ~P ~a hig~ [a~ ~y~[ ~
set period of time. This results in increased payments at the time the higher rate is implemented which brings

April 2008 ~ Special Comment ~ Moody’s Public Finance - State HFA Single Family Whole Loan Program Delinquencies and Foreciosures
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the risk of payment shock into the program. It should be noted however, that unlike adjustable rate loans, the
increased rate and the increased monthly payment are known at the time the mortgage is entered into.
Generally, many HFAs report that these step rate loans have performed in line with the fixed rate product.

]n addition, over the past five years, some HFAs have begun offering interest-only loans in which the borrower
pays only interest on the mortgage for a set period of time (generally 5 to 10 years) and then the principal on
the loan begins to amortize for the remaining term of the loan (anywhere from 23 to 30 years). Unlike some
riskier conventional mortgage products, the mortgage payment in these loans changes only once and the
amount of the higher payment is known at loan closing. Furthermore, the HFA maintains ongoing
communication with the borrower about the upcoming higher payments which may be coming due which may
mitigate some of the payment shock. Nonetheless, the payment shock in these loans could result in higher
delinquencies and foreclosures. These loans have not seasoned sufficiently to convert to their higher payment
upon amortization so the relative performance of these loans is unknown. Generally, we expect the Interest
Only and Step Rate loans to have higher delinquencies and incorporate this into our loan loss assumptions
when reviewing the programs and their ratings.

Vast Majority of HFA Loans are 30-Year Fixed Rate Loans as of 12/31/07
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91%

[] 30 Year Level Amortization

[] Step Rate Loans

[] Interest Only Loans

[] 40 Year Level Amortization

[] Other

Newer Vir tage Leans

Most HFA loan portfolios contain loans of multiple vintages. (Please see Appendix Table V for a breakdown of
individual HFA’s loan seasoning). Most of the programs are funded under open bond resolutions, many of
which were started ten or more years ago. These resolutions allow for new debt to be issued on parity with
existing debt and newly financed loans to be added to existing portfolios. As a result the loan portfolios
supporting the bonds contain loans originated over several years.

Generally, the more seasoned loans in HFA’s single family whole loan pools have demonstrated solid
performance over time and therefore are likely to experience lower delinquencies and foreclosures than newer
loans. Furthermore, properties financed by more seasoned loans may have experienced home price
appreciation mitigating potential risks of losses upon foreclosure. While the 2006 and 2007 vintage loans may
experience more stress in states where home prices are experiencing depreciation or minimal growth, as the
portfolio grows, these loans should decline as a percent of the program, mitigating their impact. Nonetheless,
given the declining or stagnant market in many states, the 2006 and 2007 vintage loans are the most
vulnerable and could result in higher delinquency and foreclosure levels as they begin to season.
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HFA Portfolios Enclude a Diversity of Loan Vintage as of 12/31/07
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The relative stability of HFA delinquency statistics to date reflects the strength of the business practices of
HFAs which include stable underwriting standards, offering traditional mortgage products, strong oversight
and/or maintenance of loan servicing, and the HFAs’ mission of home ownership for first-time home buyers.

While we expect this portfolio stability to continue going forward, many states are experiencing housing market
stresses which may impact HFA portfolios. If property values decline, delinquencies and foreclosures are
likely to rise, resulting in higher loan losses. In the event that we start to see foreclosure rise extensively,
generally at a level of foreclosures above 5%, and/or the market value of single family housing in the state
declining at levels approaching 20% peak to trough, we will revisit our analysis of the potential loan losses on
the programs to determine whether the current levels of mortgage insurance and other financial resources
available to the program are still at a sufficient level to maintain the rating on the bonds.
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JoJo Ojima

From: Laura Whittall-Scherfee

Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2008 10:38 AM

To: Rick Okikawa; Chris Caldwell; JoJo Ojima

Cc: Jim Morgan; Bob Deaner

Subject: Montecito

Montecito is being pulled from the May Board meeting and from CDLAC. You will not received a write-
up for it, and you do not need to finalize a Board resolution.

Laura A. WhittalI-Sche#ee
Chief of Multifamily Programs
CalHFA
(916) 327-2588 (telephone)

This message and any attached documents contain information from the California Housing Finance Agency that
may be confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not read, copy, distribute, or
use this information. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply
e-mail and then delete this message. Thank you.

4/30/2008




